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At the time of die 0£Bce Action, claims 1-20 were pending and considered by the 
Examiner. All ofthependiog claims stand rgected. PursuanttothisAmendment, claims 
1, 3, 6, 12, 13^ 18 and 19 have been amended, and claims 2 and S have been cancelled. 
Claims 1, 3, 4 and 6*20 renouiin pending. 

It is noted that fbnnal drawings were submitted and received by tiie Patent Office 
on January 8, 2004. in the Office Action, Ae Examhier refers to the infi^nnd 
submitted with the filing of the subject qyplication. It is respectfully requested that the 
Examiner refer to the fimnal drawings in any subsequent Office Action and Notice of 
Allowance so that any patent issuing from the application will be printed with the formal 
drawii^. 

The Examiner has objected to the drawiflgs indicating that tiie second btch 
conqxment with the track co m po n ent and the first latch component with the follower and 
vice versa must be shown in the drawings. This objection is respectfiiUy tran^ersed. 
Paragraph [37] of the subject plication clearly eqylains that the latch components can 
be reversed. The desmption and drawings are to be read toother to enable one of 
onfinary skill in the art to make and use the uiventim. Cleaily, one of ordmary skill in 
the ait can understand that the latch components can be easily reversed, thereby rendering 
additional drawings to ilhistiHte the same unnecessary. It is rcspectfiilly requested that 
the Examiner reconsido' and ronove tiie noted otgection for the reasons noted above; and 
so that the Applicant is not required to incur additional costs assodated with preparing 
and filing additional, redundant drawings. 

Induded hmwith is a Ri^lacement Sheet showtqg the chaise to Figure 6 as 
requested by the Exanuner. A marked iq> version showing the diange to Figure 6 is also 
included. Removal ofthe objection to Figqre 6 is respectfoUy requested 
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The f«quested changes to the specification have been made. Removal of the 
objection is respectfiilly requested. 

The requested chaoige to claim 18 has been made. Removal of the objection is 
nespectfidly requested. 

Claims 1-9, 12-13 and lS-20 stand iqected under 35 U.S.C 102Q>) as being 
antidpated by DE 29702278 to Chang etal. (Chang)* aaim 10 stands rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being uiqiatentable over Chang, and fiutber in view of JP 11270212 to 
Sasaki. Claims 1 1 and 14-17 stand rgected under 35 US.C. 103(a) as being uqiatentable 
over Chaiig in view of Sasaki, and iiirtber In view of EP 982454 to Piyce. These 
rejections are traversed for at least the foDowing 

First, the Examiner has improperly presented untranslated fiireign references as 
tfie basis for his rejections. The Applicants respectfiilly request that the Examiner 
provide a translation of the foreign references if such references are continued to be relied 
upon as suppoft fixr a rejection of the instant claims. If the relied-i4K)n document is in a 
lQngin>fli» i^hP^ fliafi Rfigliftli thft KT P F P nmndatefl tfiat "a translation must be obtamed 
SO diat die recofd is dear as to the precise fects die Examiner is relying upon in mppon 
of the rejection". M1»£.P. § 706.02 (emphasis added^. Moreover, the Board of Patent 
Appeals and faterferences has stated that ^i]f a translation is not provided bv the 
Examiner, the Applicant m^ wish to consider seddQg supervisory relief bw way of a 
petitkm (37 CJ^JL § 1.181) to have ^ F^xammer Erected to tAtain and supuh a 
iranslatian r Ex parte Jones, 61 U.S.P.Q^ 1206. 1208-09 (PTO Bd. App. 2001) 
(unpiiblishecO (en^hasis added). The i^licants respect&Uy assert that the Exanuner 
- cannot solely rely on the figures (or an Eqglish abstract if one is available) to detennine 
exactly what is or is not dK>wn and taught be a foreign reference. 

Even so, daims 1, 12 and 19 have been amended to more dearly define what it is 
the Applicants regard as dieir invention. In regards to claims 1 and 12» as best as can be 
detennined by tiie undersigned^ Chang seems to iUustzate a follower anan^ on a 
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pivotably mfnint^ lever, whereas the follows of the claimed invention is translatable 
transverse to the axial direction. In regards to claim 19, the follower is placed on the 
drawer. Since these limitations do not appear to be shown by Chang, and since theie 
does not appear to be any teaching or sugg^on in the art of record to propedy modify 
Chang to inchide these limitations, daims 1, 12 and 19 are patentable thereover, taken 
alone or in conibinatian. The remaining claims dq>end fiom one of claims 1, 12 and 19» 
and, fherefim, ate allowable fi>r the same reasons BppUed thereto^ as well as for the 
additional subject matter recited tbereiiL 

If the Examino' continues to rgect any of the claims in view of any for^gn 
document, it is respectfixlly requested that the Exammer provide a translation thereof so 
that the applicants have an opportunity to fiilly review and understand fhe cited 
references before having to file an appeal or pursue other cosdy prosecution options. 

Reconsideration and allowance of all the pending claims is re^ectfiilly 
requested. In the eveiit that there are ai^ remahyiig issues tfiat need to be addressed, m 
order to expedite the prosecution of the subject application, die undersigned respectfiiUy 
requests that the Examiner telephone him at the number provided bekm. 

Illinois Tool Works Inc. 
3600 West Lake Avenue 
Gtenview, Illinois 60025 
Telephone (847) 657-4075 
FAX (S47) 7244160 


Uy submSt^ 

Paul F.Donovan 
Rcig. No. 39.962 
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